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ummary

he WTO Doha Round of mwletgiulnadienmbENr t2GhMlk, nkagsotdm
tsyd¢adhe negotiations have been characterized by
tates, the European Union, and developing count
ndustrial ttaddfi bfagrared snomser vices, and trade rert
abeled a development round to entice developing
eveloping countries (including emerging economi
dia) have sought the reduction of agriculture

oomeciprocal market access for manufacturing sec
n du sTthrei eUsn.i t ed States, t he Eucrooupnehaany eUsnsiooung,h ta nd
ncreased access 'itmdustvreil olpimmpd coaamtirdes sectors
ome measure of protection for their agricultura
rustration over trhe talkialcihttya o foandpl€rehmenmtbi.ev e

n response to the GlUoecbaadi neg oencoom ocmicersi shiasv, e trheep e
onclusion of the Doha Round as a whoywetwerb,ol ster
hese hor¢mtorlyasde¢ ametm | ed to r ene wehd pssuobgreecsts o
f the current negotiations are draft texts deve
ndustrial, and rules negotiatimgclgrdupsgr dhms rt
ienct heir 1nitial release 1n 2007, not l east of

ot reflecting the state of play 1in the negotiat

et, work has started on expanding thecogpaeclfof
he Doha Round. A group of 47 developed and adva
plurilateral services agreement 1in January 201
eyond the General Agreemengotonatlramds tamde Spawdc
f the current plurilateral Information Technolo
griculture has become the linchpin of the Doha
n tdriasdeor t i ng deolmensitniact isounp poofr te;x port subsidies,
n both developed and developing countries. The

ccess for its industrial goods, especially 1in d
rseeeking improved market access for their servi
ddition, Members of Congress likely will carefu
hanges to U.S. trade remedy 1aws.

everal 1ssues aorret aannto ntgo tdheev emoospti nigmpc ountries,

n agriculture. One 1ssue, now resolved, pertain
atent protection.aifrsa deo fianmcpirloivtea ttihoen ,e fWwhiccdhe ncy
y nhoanri zing and stream]ihasngreasetomd proorgusepp.
eveloped and developing countries. A third 1ssu
nd differential treatment to dowdloppingEgg coawmn trn i
re having in implementing current trade obligat
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n (WTO) is the princi
e Russian Federation

s, representingtowas 235%adfiwhbelddinrd®®S:
ion to the General ZXAheeGhTThtWonl dapoffs
nstitution intended to promote nondiscri
pen trade was <c¢crucial for economic stabildi
ons within the WTO are mhadned btyh enye mabreer ntaoduen
sus, n o tl efvoerlmaplo Ivioctye .d eHciigshi ons are made by
is the body of political representatives (
erial Conf erveenrcye tmwios ty emerest. aOtp elreaatsitoneal de
1 Council, which consists of a representat
Il meets monthly, and the chair rotates ann
nited Stgtesl wasganatory to the GATST and a |1
eralizing principles. It continues to be a:
markets to trade. Although ded¢isions 1in
has a highly influential role shaping dec
trading nation in the world.
ally, member countries agree to hold neg
adse mergotiatiofirsouvaiifiidsec bmmawdley ¢hl]l e got
ter -6t h€s posasdbtlekudsd raldeoretically the gre
to countries. The multidae¢c¢kopingegotiat
s which might otherwise be left out of
beralization a

e d, however, t hat trade 11
ons as well

-~

Novemberr 149 RNOOVdmbtrade ministers from me

for the fourth WTO Ministerial Conference
ound of multijdateral trade negotiations.

he Doha Mini sdtye rbieaeln, unnedgeortw aayt ioonn st rhaadde ail

services. These ongoing negotiations ha

eral trade negotli99t4di)on sHo(wtelvee rJUr s gpunxey cBRau

g the dntidecdxPBamd etshe wagtiecul tare and se

thus achieve greater trade liberalizat:i

re additional reasons for the mnegotiatio

tates had baedSeptembkedlby 26060Ddor Seme go

or greater political cohesion and saw th

icials thought that a new round of mult:i

1 The WTO staff idasedn Geneva and numbers about &ith a budget of appximately $210 million in 2010The
organization is headed by a Direct®eneral, currently Pascal Lamy of France.

2 For information on the results of the Doha Ministerial ConferenceCB&RepdrRL31206,The WTO Doha
Ministerial: Results and Agenda for a New Round of NegotiatlmngVilliam H. Cooper
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e conomy dwebayk erncec ¢ s s i-roenl aatnedd twemwaemrtiasimmt y. Accor din
year 20049hseshbwwdst growth 1in o’tatnpdu twoirnl dmotrrea dteh a n
actually con®tracted that year.
In addition, countries idemrare osi mglgy omAsle ot rcaede sag
January 15, 2012, 515 regional trade agreements
are curre®lthley ei i sfadrisc@a.greement on whether these
help or hurts ytshe mmulStoimlea texmpalrts say that r1region:
negotiate, allow a greater degree of liberalizat
Ot hers, however, argue that the regional agreeme
pripte of the WTO (which allows some exceptions)
are often not party to the arrangement s> and di s
With the backdrop of a saggimg owdmlgd nawanbrea myp,f t e
regional trade arrangements, trade ministers me:t
documents that provided Mgwidarod alodleftdarwmwe i odnt i
preamble and a work prorgratmhdrorf tther ewmeavc trioaam.d Bln
folded the ongoing mnegotiations in agriculture a
includes industrial tariffs, topics of interest
other proPacliomati diheon t he TRIPHredgerwrtesneatpahidt
interpretation of tRelWFI®dAdmeaerhdmrtctamATParde er t )
documelmtp [oenm eRiet laattieodh [ s s uienc bwdle Comememous decisi
interest to developing countries.
Especially worth noting is how the role of devel
Since the beginning o fmatkheer sG AwleTr, e tahlemamsatj oer x adlewsi is
countries At the preceding Ministerial Conferen
more forceful in demanding that their interests
that they would not suppottaadanonhbhenntessndtbéymnt
conces sfiroomst vapnd the agenda included their inter
veloping countries in setting the plan of acti
h a

O«
o o

Devel opment Agenda.

Athet Doha meeting, tradMimisnisteak, agoebed hadhd 1t
““ake stock of progress, provide any necessary p

xception o
ut come of t

O o O o 3

omprehensive agreement containing a balance

3 World Trade Organization (WTO®nnualReport2002,p. 10.
4 WTO website http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/region_e/region_e,aotessed November 15, 2011.

5 For a discussion of the effect of frrade agreements, SERS Report RL31356;ree Trade Agreements: Impact on
U.S. Trade and Implications for U.S. Trade Palioy William H. Cooper

6 SeeCRS Report RL33750;he WTO, Intellectual Property Rights, and the Access to Medicines Contrdmetayp

F. Fergusson

7 The Ministerial Declaration (WT/MIN(01)/DEC/1), the Declaration on the TRIPS Agreement and Public Health

(WT/MIN(01)/DEC/2), and thémplementatiorRelated Issues and Concerns (WT/MIN(01)/DEC/17) are available

through the WTO home pagekhdtp://www.wto.org/
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Progress of the Negotiations: The Sear
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ions have proceeded atbhya Isalckw opfa cper oagm e sh
ant issues and persistent disagreement o
n resolved, notably in agriculture. Ho we
n ofembddd idadneédsfoomultae my which negot
usive 10 years after the beginning of

Cancun Ministerial
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nt milepost in the DM miRBeawealimgment Ag
, wh€Cezhcwns Mexidc-d4, oB088pt dmbe€Cadbdin
]l ended without agreement on a framewo
the round resulted in a serious 1o0ss
2005, de%dline would be met

un MinisterialFiwnmdtl apdiefdlf dfmensesveawadr rteha
d irresolvable. The EU had retreated on
s 1 e ftuiscend oafn yt dcleolsnes iS3dsesrane ¢ , ait t was quest.i
s had come to Cancun with a serious inte
S, a few countries showed no flexibility
er than-ofdbk dbhowd,ttheée wide difference
d countries across virtuall laygralclulttopiacds
aGrdo t h Y6 6 0X0 xtchmp | ¢, showapprokechegd yt di f
and differential treat ment . Fourth, ther
oo complicated. Ad skbgr adeihgn Cancun
nesto Dmebe¢zpgwahehhahkbt dddfornehn
s

Luis E
1 nto areas where some progress

t
r
the talk
nd of their meeting in Cancun, trade min
s to continue wohrekyi nags koend otuhtes tGaemdeirnagl iCsos
wi t-Gietchrea ID;i rtect@manvene a meeting of the
later tHontRBkee mther altf,i oh0thEecessary at

—

waersdssf ual sammedc t i mely conclusion of the neg

C
n

e
i

un Ministerial dciadl lreeds uDetr bienz ttheex tc.r eMitniio
Derbez invited trade ministers to act a
g@raou gaugl rtiucruel,t unroanl mar ket access, develop
r issueGendhael WIOr Dedeast oa facilitator f
litators consulted witbdmtrhder mgnowpers

8 For more detailed information on the Canciin Ministerial GiR8 Report RS2166Fhe WTO Cancun Ministerial

by lan F. Fergussomnd General Accounting Offic€ancun Ministerial Fails to Move Global Trade Negotiations
Forward; Next Steps UncertaiReport to the Chairmaiommittee on Finance, U.S. Senate, and to the Chairman,
Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives:08450. January 2004.

9 The Singapore issues refer to negotiating topics brought up by the European Union at the Singapore Ministerial in
1996 as topics for the next round of negotiations. They consisiadestment, government procurement, trade
facilitation and competition policy

10 An informal group of 20 (sometimes joined by others) developing countries that emerged as a negaoitating bl
the Doha talks. Not to be confused with thGforum of leading economic powers.
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consultations. The Ministerial chairmadM compiled
and circulated the revised draft among participa
The Derbez text was widely crititctheemomtthLancun
following that meeting, members looked increasin
framework On agriculture, theEWeabdtzGrnewpg dodff ewl
proposals. It included a glramge it habldi tpthreoopdd.sdhalme s t i
made, contained the bl ebhld epdr otpaorsiaflf bauptp roofafcehr eodf bt
devel oping countries, and provided for the el imi
particular intuntsiteso OenvehepBbnmggepore issues,
new negotiations on government procurement and t
competition

The WTO Framework Agreement

The aftermath of Cancun wga.s DNengeo toifa tsitoannsd sweirlel saun
the remainder of 2003:U.FBoweclwerd,e iR perarsleynt2a® O 4v,e tf
Zoellick offered proposal ¥Tbha WS WRtoambed fbe ao
mar ket access, iionnc loufd ianggr iacnu letluirmailn aetx port subsid
Singapore issues could progress by negotiating o
government procurement, and possibly dropping 1n
wasredited at the time with reviving interest 1in
March 2004.

On July 31, 2004, WTO members approved a Fr amewo
developments in the mosagconiBertumews ofnd her i mipak
of agriculture to the Round, the Framework, whi c
concessions, was regarded as a major achievement
other 1ssues, negotretorenwtoe fuvenecadcbeassrtod
settled back into a driftless stalemate, where f

The Hong Kong Ministerial

The stalemate in 2005 incre'dbiend sttEanmed Kamgved in
potentially the last opportunity to settle key n
by 20073:det Ifduecatdvleinne resulting from the 1ooming e
aut hority. Althoughoka pfllaucrer yi no ft hnee gfoalalm ¢oifo In2s0 0tS5o,
Pascal Lamy announced in November 2005 that a <co
not be forthcoming in Hotftg kiko"usdt,otcéked nelgat i ahée oms
would trgreoemeatshia negotiating sectors where ¢
Ministerial Declaration of December 18, 2005, re
industrial -ffraed fafisde ¢aamadd dddustsy f or | eea sste cdteovreallo p e d
negotiations section below for details). General
July Framework Agreement, but™fell short of full

LIWTO document JOB(03)/150/Rev.2.
12«7oellick Letter to Trade Ministers)nside U.S. TradelJanuary 16, 2004.

13 SeeCRS Report RL32645;he Doha Development Agenda: The WTO Framework Agreghyelain F. Fergusson
et al.

14 The final Ministerial Declaration (WT/MIN(05)/DEC), December 18, 206%vailable ahttp://www.wto.org/
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New deadlines were establishedbat tlheng nKomg 22010 ¢
These deadlines included an April 30, 2006, dat e
NAMA negotiations. Further deadlines set for Jul
schedules for agricuwlstimme oafnd eNAMA,d tsheea vsiwbemi o f 1
a consolidated texts on rules and trade facilita
“aid fdlranguadgee in the Hong Kong declaration. On
General Pasecwdcdd myheme was no consensus for agr

30 deadline.

Trade negotiators likewisteball mdetongeaahGegevwa
3&@uly 1, 2006. It was agreed -Gdenrtahlo sPea snceaelt iLnagnsy,
would undertake a mor®% oproamdtuict e inrdalmagsiansgea amalt awli

consul’tetaohseve agricult uPali oand oi thwes tsmuimanli t mo d
the first time in hiosf taempwnses isdbd g «otnipBdDDimh s eo u tKin i
20 pr dtphoes adf,fer (1) called on the United States
subsidies under $20 billionGr ou2p)p opbrpddpoasle do ft h5ed % e
the mini muomtaverdgeel oped country agricultural t
20% for developing country industrial tariffs. T
and was not adopted®Ant t-bh bseGminte vaufs mleed aadlinngge .di n d

nations in St. Pet e fcsobnucregr,t”éetdh ee £lficoahdt earns apglreedegneedn ta
negotiating modalities for agriculture and indus
summit .

Suspension

Despite the horetd#tt Minilamguage Defltalkation, the t
suspended less tha#ftemewadk Lhantyeonby uDiyr @4t o22006.
reached after a nefgogricmautp ngf sccoswntorni eosf (tUhrei tGed S
Austrmdzial, Band India) on July 23 failed to brea
subsidies. The EU blamed the United States for n
while the United States respondetd fihhrawamd hy wt loe
EU oGrohp tof md&ke an improved offer possible. Mer
ha4dne position taken by U.S. negotiators that a
met with increased offers of market access.

Following the July 2006 suspens iGrno,upsacavile r2a0l WT O
the Cairns Group of agricultural exporters met t
While these meeting did not ytiheel dt aalnkys “bwebrhek tbharcoku
negotiatdamg)]anmouwary 31, 2007. Key-4pl(dmdrts di Sttalte s
European Uni on, Brazil, India), conducted bilate
first months iodf 2téd0emh,eyg@trd apllouw sApAWGs t ralia and Jap
work towards concluding thd sommdtbynt Reteddmof (
collapsed in acrimony on June 21, 2007, over con
couwt agricultural subsidies made by developing ¢
greater cuts 1in industrial tariffs in developing

englishthewto_erminist_emin05_efinal_text_e.pdf For more information, se€éRS Report RL33178he World
Trade Organization: The Hong Kong Ministeriélly lan F. Fergusson et al.

15 Bridges Weekly Trade News Digest, Special Update, July 3,, 20(6/www.ictsd.org
16« amy Outline of Possible Deal Meets U.S. Criticism As Talks B&dirside U.S. TradeJune 30, 2006.
17«Congress Blames EU for Doha Failur&/TO ReporterJuly 25, 2006.
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gotiators met i
mmi t to reach a
ade ministers f
chaiSSM) for ag

espite the Potsdam setback, the chairs of the a
egotgdrmrdumsg put forth draft modalities texts on
he chair of each committee, as facilitators of
f concessions based on the Doboha Rewlatrenhsohoandt
exts were circulated on February, May, and July
n Geneva Despite the criticism these texts rec
ontinue the engagpametnteofihthGewvavaoat a time wh
emise of the round.

n2 Gen2@@8 ben welk a‘md lmodbyr d@adks c r i be d
greement based omn nt,hehotwexvtesr ,pr e
ailed to reatGlpexgnmnde manfte gwiatrhd t
riculture products (see sectior

the talks, there wawmnta apalhpall stseiksagofpoding
en resol-Gener ali rleacamhyrcl aimed after the talks b
ached on 18 of 20 1issues. Summing up this effo
tWe, s wa m raem ocecnetan only to dr ownd'®Hoswewee rwe roet hreera c
stacles in the agriculture, N AMA, and 1intellec
d the negotfations continued.

n response to the gl D b2ll hfeiandasn coifa ls tcarties iosf, lae asdu
owers mdeetmbnegd SoIn4d 2 00 8§ , in Wagdglwiontgdot orne,a cThC,a na gr e e
g r e ebnye mgte aeomd mo dlael a d ia ¥a&smb ot i o u”st oo wthceomewmad Round
o rEfominabarmgenswto t.r aMew adrda fitn viecesg anteinat i n g
ssued in December 2008 in anticipation of a pro
ummit mnever materialized as differenacteess bet ween
alled for negotiations based on the December 20
aintained that these texts were not agreed to b
n the way forward. Insteadegritdse ddhilbieldatSemalest &
dvanced deveaiome d ga tc oduentterrimisni ng what specific
hose countries could& deliver under the draft te
Despite continu2f éexhdetatfonsebdhGagreement on
breakthrough was achieved in 2009. The Seventh M
bet ween November 30 and December 2, 20009. The Ma
called for a Ministerial Confetehaed beehenbkbalbdldye
years since the last Ministerial at Hong Kong 1in
negotiations on the Round as their centerpiece,
negotiations and wars cdoensciegrnnesd ftaoc iandgd rtehses WTtCh es y s

“reaffirmed the need to concdakenghex®oandeino?20:

t

he fi[r2s0tl*0qputarnteegotoifators achieved no breakth

t ec hni cbaeli nigs saudedsr e s sed by the negotiating groups

18«Doha: Close But Not EnoughBridges Weekly Trade News Digestigust 7, 2008Washington Trade Daily

August 13, 2008.

19«Schwab Says An SSM Breakthrough Alone May Not Have Saved Rdusije U.S. TradeAugust 1, 2008.

0« Ministers Wrestle with DwWoldaTraBecOnlinaDecBmber®,20809. f or Ne x t

2lSeventhMinist r i al Conference, Chairman’s Summary of Andres
http://www.wto.orgénglishhews_efews09_ehn09a_02dec09_e.htm
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G20 leaders and APEC leaders again called for a
their respective summits in Kd@caommunigpanfown d
“critical winddiwn 020 Ildppfooretsmnfiutly ambi tious, compr ¢
balanced ”ednth & Pii marGetdoerR mslc al Lamy has called for
of revised negotiatingattetxhtes rbiygdheth enhoomednto f e Mo f ¢ h
global sense of what "aheafraabl paokahoer webhtabnht
di fferent ne®gotiating groups.

However, the production of revidPDede@amarsaldi d not
Lamy Hdemsedibed the NAMBrddgE dnboteidftgwnddaayme nt a l
gap

in expect#Th
d

ndyY. Sn Ambuaesalsr to the WTO a
mar ket access 1

e l s
ifferences confinued in agricultu
I ndeede, ntahye be a sense that time is running out
Commi s sioner —JKwhrielle Dwe |Guocnhitn g what he described
engageme ntwaam etdr fat dwdtt dhawe anythinBoby ¢ dhel d umener
oviEfMoreover, former USTR Sdtsiame Stcch wgaibv ewrwp et rt yhian

Dohhand that prolonging the round will jeopardize
advocatsad Vafgeseveral smaller agré¢emengstfandm the
facilitation, the agricultural export -pillar, re
tariff barrier s Tth&i gnecnwudgddmebo giiestitution to
narrower projects, sucbcaxpmerdinggftbhbe mgavennthedfi
bilateral and 71 e gpieornsails tF ThAgs ,wirtaht hneerg otthiaant i ons wh
credibility from the Vv&ry principle of multilate
In fact, Geneva negotiatprdsn "lBBadusingadyn hegen of
deliverables that couldai plet aghierids tt ©or ibayl ,t hec Wl Du
2011 Aena rLIDYC”’hmnopesal for least developed countr
included such itemst asifamgbdotiine p nmarkhdte dacdss fo
ruloddsri gin proposals, movement on the cotton iss
However, this plan reached stalemate and was aba
meeting,desvar thlye some, including the United St at
including fisherifeses wghsiddi easn d®md ravitcarsi fpfr ovisi

i‘ppdbtied.cakdguaumdamtcei ssued by the General Cou
eri®li gmatfe d atnhtaty driefnfacirne notv epre rcsepretcatiinv eass p e

v
i
u

The December 2011 WTO Ministerial did not meanin
ci
st
l e under tuankliinkge,] ymatkhiamg ailthe t BDeh ® | Bahealt o p me nt

2“Doha Gets Nod Anfiedn sWBsilges MoBthlyDacemiber2010.
2WTO News, Statement by Pascal Lamy to the Trade Negotiations Committee, November 30. 2010.
http://www.wto.orgénglishhews_efews10_dhc_dg_stat_30nov10_e.htm

“Lamy quoted in “Geneva BrddfeswWeeklyTradenNevd Digespril2a2011Bwypo nd , 7
of 20

%«“Statement by Ambassador Mickael Punke at the WTO Trade N
%«EU Official Welcomes Binafcial TBnesDacemberdh 20I0r ade Policy, ”

’Susan C. Schwab, “After Doha: Why the Negofdeighi ons Are Do
Affairs, May/June 2011.

2« Life Af Financial DimésApyil’18, 2011 http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/f759d0880ee11e689db
00144feab49a.html#axzz1gLCt7A85

2« WTO Members Call Off De c$tmblee insiDokhS Trad®Buly@& 20¢le Ami d s t
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could be ¢
included 1
treat ment
LDCs will
to accede

ervices s uprpiloide rosf ftriome IphGst,

+ 5 rh B O
©
<" o0

o WIO membership.

Consequences

luded si mM®Yeta,nesoume ya citni ihtey nreealra tfeu
he final Mseryviecfowaprelfzgranton,] i
S 2e0x1t3e
e to formally implement their TRIPS

If negotiators are not able to achisevééoa breakth
multilateral trade liberalization. First, t he ne
agreements may accelerate Somet taasgade e mantd ysts v
wi t h s ulshpmiyscsieornt. t hat the emphesat nagotgaodonehsan
t WTGnd increases the risk of trade diversion. T
lower tariffs under a trade agreement cause trad
producer out s i dae ptrhoed utcreard iinngs ibdleo ct hteo b1 oc . Wh a t

plethora of negotiated FdidfApa glhetotdr dilual gli tpd eontea rd d
depending on the source of a product and, 1in tur
sourceto be assi®Pned to that product

A second consequence may dbedithputiamcgsetatsleadmarste fouf
political solution to disagreements among member
practices like agricultural tgbbmedtes Amaynbecahesa
reliance on dispute settlement may, in turn, put
decisions rendered are not 1implemented or are no
A third consequence of ai tphrdorlaownagle do fi nopfafsesres maal yr el
oof agredeamemndtys made at the negonitdmttddnprolBasdl des
a i-fdetrr adef,r edeutayfid equateess for least developed co
may | anguihseh sdwme etmmte in the mnegotiations. The |
subsidies by 2013 is contingent on a broader agr
one. Further, the global economic crisis may wenc
measures that magnodbiesttamlttiaselay WNIOntry raising 1t
to the byatmdumddrmines the purpose of the negoti
In addition, some have questiomwmded atheoensonmiduegd:t
other pressing i1issues implicating the trade regi
implications of greenhouse gasrantiet ingaantiipounl asttiroant,e
widely volatile ¢ omnohdiatrye pbreiicnegs :a dndornees soefd wihn t h
As t wo mnoted ¢&tchoen oDmihsat sp rworcodtsek ehda sn Weved | Nemrgo on i
relatively minor consequence while thé&*burning i
Anot herc omootneids te mai nt ai fiseudf ftehractd tihae¢ @rkoaulnl dad bhinasg e o 1
by seven yearsnodotfratity etsslsa npghertctayn ebgincekse roifn g and

national t’raandle hmisn faedtveotchaet esdu s p efnsri oan yefa rt hteo raluln
tifiepl ot a courtsecer mf orre vtihvea 11 oonfg t he negotiations a

insti®Pution

0“EFEl ements for Political Guidance,

8'1Jagdish Bhagwat i, ForBignAffairsDecemberi2@05.t o Doha, ”

> WT/ Min(11)/ W/ 2, Dece mb

32 Aaditya Mattoo and Arvind Subramanjan “ Mul t i l ehdr Pbham” B®Wygrld Bank Policy Res

Paper 4735, September 2008.
¥Claude Barfield, “SusFprbegdanuadlne%2009i ati ons at Doha, ”
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34U.S. International Trade Commissidrhe Impact of Trade Agreements: Effect of the Tokyo RalSdlsrael FTA,
U.S-Canada FTA, NAFTA, and the Uruguay Round on the U.S. Ecofarblication 3621. August 2003.

35Brown, Drusilla K., Deardorff, Alan V. and Robert M. SteGomputational Analysis of Multilateral Trade
Liberalization in the Uruguay Rodrnand Doha Development Roumdscussion Paper No. 489. School of Public
Policy. The University of Michigan. December 8, 2002.

36 Thomas W. Hertel and Roman Keen#&yhat is at Stake: The Relative Importance of Import Barriers, Export
Subsidies and Domest®upport; in Anderson and Martin, eds., Agricultural Trade Reform in the Doha Agenda
(Washington: World Bank, 2005); and Kym Anderson, Will Martin, and Dominique van der MensbfDgbe,
Merchandise Trade Reform: WhaitAt Stake for Developing Countriésluly 2005, available at
http://www.worldbank.ordfadeivto. The different outcomes in these studies are due substantially to differing
assumptions concerning liberalization resulting from the Doha dRasmnwvell as from differences in the econometric
models themselves. For example, the World Bank studies do not attempt to quantify services liberalization.
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Uu. S. trade promotion authority (TPA) expired on
legislati'dConbgy etsise@ vnilady pa venue for a debate on t
the prospects for reaching an agreement consiste
granting TPA.

Significance of the Negotiations

Trade economists argue shatltlolws nedioceti el fofitnea
products among countries and encourages economiec
greatest potential benefits by obliging countrie
The gains tattthe addi todthe world from multilater
calculated in the billions of dollars. For examp
Commi ssion found that 1f the tariff cuts from th
to the United States‘AwstthdybbyabbaetUfSR0ebsityoaf
that 1f all trade barriers in agriculture, servi
of the Doha Development Agangdobtahewel Faukdolhe $48
Ot her studies present a more modest outcome pred
$84 billion to $28% billion by the year 2015.
Multilateral negotiations are espeghitalblthermpoert 4
left out f a regional or bilateral trade agreen
and economic growth among its members, but the 1
agreements that open tilhde emadkdatrsadef ntelgeo twartlid.nsb
in international cooperation and encourage e€econo
benefits as well

When a country opens i1its markets, however, 1incre
dislocaheohescat or regional level. Communities n
their jobs. For those who experience such 1osses
their ecédmrdmige wWdlIslo, if a countmpyl itaankcees waint ha catni
agreement o which it 1s a -spaamrcttyi,onetd nwiegthatl ifaatcieo
some oppose WTO rules that restrict how a countr
overseas product thatctimpd omset aad unflesiexndihel prao
mi ght use limited resources or i1impose unfair wor
agreements have been found to offer broad econon
reasons as wel.]l
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The BDoAgenda

Doha Round talks are overseen by the Trade Negot

DireG@emer al Pascal Lamy. The negotiations are be
other, existing bodies in theaWdOdi Sehestddbtbpw
groups: market access, development issues, WTO r

Market Access

Agriculture

The Uruguay Round Agreement on AgricUhture calle
longrm obfesttbyvyeantial progressiveéByedarctyons 1in
2001, WTO members had achieved some preliminary
later that year, agriculture was wrapped into th

Agricult uree thas lbenccchpin in tFBFd.BohagoRdwswelimpmarmrt
round were elimination of agricultural export su
reductiodisstimrtirmgledomestic support. The Doha Mi
l gmage on all of these three pillars of agriculdt
tocomprehensive negotiations aimed at substantia
of, with a view to phasingdouudubhstadidtifoll mse ddcteixe
distorti’ng support.

The course of the negotiations 1n he 1I'sscad up to
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP). maj or 1issue
sed on produ

are among tdhies tnfad'smth at@gr)éhubex] une 26, , EU agricu

t
A
separ(detcioomppfngayments to farmers ba
003
Eudedipar wasl
r

2
h
0

approved a reform package that 1in

seen by many as a positive s¥ep f advancing th
The EU reform largely addressed —-ednoemeosft itche t hree
suppbnt did littlmarkea saecond. plhlahe WTO negot
access, the United States and ther @Ganranisng&yr oafp h
tariff peaks, or high rates In comparison, the
than others to arrive at an average total rate ¢
Another dgddgrecaphiycddr itnidd cprtatoacst ihan ofe fpreacduct
the original location of “BbedparifdamwiwiciAas eknmml t
Bordeaux region only. Europeans, joined by India
registry of geographictalotilmedr cadumtnrsi esh aftr ovo ud sdi
United States and other countries refuse to nego
list with no enforcement power. While the EU has
agreementgewwigtrhaopuhti caal registry, it reportedly ha:
registry for*¥wines and spirits.

37 SeeCRS Report RS2292wTODoha Round: Implications for U.S. Agricultydey Randy Schnepf and Charles E.
Hanrahan

38 See Buck, Tobias, Guy de Jonquieres and Frances Willidisshlers New Era for Euroge Framers: Now the
Argument Over Agriculture Moves to the WTTrinancial Times June 27, 2003.

39 “European Commission Lowers Expectations on Geographic Indicétinsigle U.S. TradeOctober 5, 2007.
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ng countri
argue at their o wngapirnosdtu ctehres scuarnpnlouts caogmrpiectuel tau
d countries, principally the EU and the
s rices. Some African countries
h e

s are destroying markets for

The July 2
On domesti
applied “he
downayment of a 20% reduction in levels of suppo

h
004 Framework Agreement provided a bas
c
r

es view reform in agricultural

support, subsi‘di &o thdaredastpdpab b reduced
mo h’iieny etihoen 1 evel s of support. Subsidi.

reduction will uwutilize acompoadnformut awwit hhs e mhb

formport sens’Thev&upopduat Union finally agreed

subsidies, considered a major negotiating goal

While there was mno br e akotnhgr oKuognhg aMi ntihset eDeicael mb enre
eliminate ecpopottsmebasdres, Wayn® Od dui waldante e f
vored by the European Union (EU). Members agre
ree band methostdoleogy. oAsdomestacgagricultural
the highest band. The United States and Japan
bsidizing countries were placed in the third
eskds bmampresent remained subject to negotiation
hieve a tariff cutting formula by April 30, 20
gotiations on cotton, me mb er s na garnede d ot op reolviindien
fyee afidequateess for L DEGe ncdo t2t000n6 .p rMedmbeceerrss ablys
reed to reduce domestic support for cotton 1in
ricultural “obmmbothi ttehees oanbgtomi mnagl angergioctui at i ons .

S t o r e
Geneva a
ks 1nclu
mming <£an

ch modalities proved ui#svouaasggfiwels at
d the negotiations were suspended th
ed U.gnitwdecohsdaboati e he fmmom mark

a
n
d
dbMBdh e x’sbeinlsiittiievse product s, special

o B e Soco YB3 ® ROE E OO DS B DO
~

y FrAgmeevomé&nt as mnegotiating modalities that
tain products from the banded tariff formula
isioned by some countries for these modalit:i
rket access gai*hCsonfvreorms etlhye atghree eUmeinte.d St at es
e meeting fr e2nd) tghreo ubpU raenpdr etsheen t@ d by Brazil an
bsidy reduction offer, but tllee Utiet dddiSteadt S« agp
sisted that it will mnot improve its offer on
nsiderably its ma2kecdourttrises offew anwiltlhingne
rkets mnot only tto taog riincduulstturriaall pprroodduuccttss baun d
dynamics continued in 2007 discussions.
In July 2007, WTO Agriculture committee chair man
modality paper to address the dAisvear geemtulne goft i at
c ommibtatseeed negotiations i1in Geneva, revisions to
July 2008, the latter of which became £2£B¢ basis
2008. Subsequent t e cdhnriecfailn elneevnetls nreegsoutlitaetdi oinns aa

40 CRS Report RS2292WTO Doha Round: Implications ftr.S. Agriculture by Randy Schnepf and Charles E.
Hanrahan
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from which the followi#HBEhdsadiliiamleudd garrsducti dr

traddestorting domestic support (OTDS) of 70% for
Europeancdesmppodrt of 80% to $22.1 billion. In th
high level of base OTDS (greater than 40%) in te
Ot her developed countries that wvpend Lassthbkam $
support by 55%.

The United States publicly offered to cap OTDS a
negotiating summit, conditional on accepting the
past negotiatid@Q%, retdaecElUohaass-2@ sguepprprobound.
developing countries, though, has demanded a red
OTDS

Developed country tariffs would be cut 1in a tier
70% cedan for tariffs currently above 75%, a 64%
75 %, a 57% cut for tariffs currently between 209
and 20 %. n addition, the draftvetliopeldatound rmicn
after application of the formula and other excep
Devel oping ountrie$hwodbdobethbl ambancudbftwats
countries from bands with higher thdewvbhbbgedin e
countries would have to cut 70% from tariffs cur
developing countries would have to cut 46. 7% on
bet ween 80% and 130 %, 38% foX¥3 t2%idif st breit fwkse nb St0
0% and 30 %. Devel oping countries would only be r
of 36%. If the average falls above that percenta
reduced.

The modalaiftsioespheposonntries may designate 4% of
lines as sensitive, and thus subject to lower cu
5.3% more tariffs lines as sensitive. The draft
to eliminate export subsidies by 2013 with half ¢
document also seeks disciplines on export credit
trading enterprises.

The special safeguard meicnh atnhies mDe(cSeSnv)e rh a2s0 Ob8 ednr ar
Disagreements over tahoprppotsiadultor aldfowt de veIM,pi
duties beyond bound levels in instaentesbofedmpor
failure of th¥THalgoRddBt safnmint .SSM for developi
part of the Doha Round modalities since the July
controversy revolved around the trigger level an
proposatwposiesed SSM that could be triggered at
base imports. A 20% surge on importhicdubd thegg
current bound tariff or 8 per cemptoasgiet ipooni notfs ;ja a 4
safeguard of -htahef hoifg htehre obfouonnde tari ff or 12 perc
represents a compromise between the higher surge

4L All figures refer to theDecembeR008 draft modality’Revised Draft Modalities for Agriculture,

(TN/AG/W/4/Rev.y,De cember 6, 2008; see also the ‘DUmdftf iMoidall i Guiedke
(http://lwww.wto.orgénglishtratop_eagric_edg_modals_dec08_e.htm

42The SSM should not be confused with the Special (Agriculture) Safeguard ¢8@&)tly available to all countries

under the Uruguay Round Agriculture Agreement, the continuance of which is also a topic in the present negotiations.
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greater increase 1n thbyamhodnéa Taf€d Uk theaasf Sguarcd
alsought saeafegparbdeduties so that their-1imposit:Hi
Doha) bounhd weavteers t he | atest draft provides that
to 2.5% otfarbiofufn 1 ines®in a 12 month period.

Services

Along with agricultur‘uyd Rt a’goefn dtah ewelret'dah apya rR o uonfd

General Agreement on Trade In Services (GATS), \
Me mb e tesn ttewr siumctc e s si ve rounds of negotiations, be
from the date of entry into force of the WTO Agr
progressively highHer level of liberalization.

Those negotiations tbieagtainn gi ng ueiadrellyi n2e0s0 O0a.n dNepgroo ¢ e d -
by March 2001.-oUfder apbeornefubeging used, countr.i
ot her (¢poruancttriiceess , other countries then respond b
the coumdgatei ate bilaterally on a final agreemen
recognized the work already undertaken and reaff
for continuing the negotiations. flor dipredtfdd par
commitments by June 30, 2002, and 1nitial of fer s
The services talks are going slowly. By July 200
offers representing 92 countries @timedEU represe
outstandi-hPCfmembansa (55 if LDCs are included).
tendered by November 2005, although the July Fr a
Al'l members were to have subMm@O®@IecedMahygihavaideat
the poor quality of offers, many of which only b
concessions and excluded some sectors entirely

At Hong Kong, member committed to sublmG,t a seco
and to submit a final schedule of commitments by
negotiating process, members also agreed to empl
covering specific sectors andampd228, oZ060applyg toeo
to this deadline, 21 plurilateral requests conce
submitted, and 4 rounds of discussions have been
bilateraflfar qgqmecsttihneg sd hamoen gbechne participants sin
To some members, including the United States, th
improved market access. Consequently, various me
stalemate ijnfnemotahtlsone prepare a services mod
signaling conference. A draft services mnegotiat:.i
ministerial, Yol ltded fnamxiamainndesxptoemdt tpbohsrseigbulees t s w
“deeper and/or wider commitments . .. commensur at
capacity, and na t*iWhnialle pmoulcihc yo fo btjheec ta2eQtgisv.i t y dur i
2008, Geneva talks continued kteot caocncceesrsn, apgarritciuclit

43 For all the various permutations and proposals relating to the SSM, see the WTO Faatshémafficial Guide to
Agricultural Safeguards August 5, 2008,
http://www.wto.orgénglishtratop_eégric_essm_explained_4aug08_e.pdf

44 SeeCRS Report RL33085 rade in Services: The Doha Development Agenda Negotiations and U.S.l§yoals
William H. Cooper

45 “Elements Required for the Completion of the Services Negotiations: Note by thm@&tia{dob08/79), July 17,
2008.
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hold a signaling conference on July 26 on the ty
countries would be willing to make provided an a
NAMA talks. Yet tlhiitst lceo nefmerregnecde .f rfoom March 2010, t
committee summarized the state of the negotiatio

it is clear that there has been little or no significant progress in the market access

negotiations since July 2008. Gaps in sectoral covemagéevels of commitment need to

be filled in order for Members to be satisfied with the outcome of the services negotiations.

In filling these gaps, rutenaking in the services negotiations will need to move in tandem

with market access. Members can makegress in market access in services once the

political will has been summoned to resolve problems in other areas of the Round.
One area of -cahMpde?tsleXyviicsess.o Mode IV relates to
movement of busfihesscpansomsihooadeteto perform
Devel oping countries want easier movement of the
the services negotiations have centered on the e
which hdochesewfadevel oped countries, while there
which would help them. Devel oped countries, espe
di scussions on Mode IV services trade.onGqgngress
based on Senate aPpRosalnbifClhoa giréekosl vetxiporne s(s i ng t
of the Senate that future U. S. thrommd ed angrte ecmentt tasi 1
i mmi gwatliadadred provisions. Mode IV services will
countries have joined a plurilateral request for
States and other de welmemed omceun tsriigensa.l i Atg tchoen fach o
States and the EU reportedly signaled increased
professionals a¥cess to their markets.
The International Services Agreement (ISA)
Exploratory talksndgat netwi gdsobagdreswirsvicmasl 1y ent
launched by 448/onWTJQatnl\/heanrbyerls7, 201 2. While these n
conducted under the Doha mandate, they are being
could be 1 nceorWloQ astyesdt eimm.t oDotihn g s o would facilit
agreement to other WTO members as well as utiliz
mechanism. The new talks are seen as resulting f
the laackssf imraghe Services talks taking place wi
Round. To date, advanced developing countries su
part in the mnegotiations.
Currently, mnegotiatortshearnea nsneeerk iinng wvah ifcrha ntehweo rnke gf

conducted. Negotiadaolrrbygthnmivd ’idwhpmaehs oweo,di  al sco mbi ne
“negat Tavpep rloiascth for mnational tr e ¥tomeinti voef Isiesrtvi ce
approach o©fGARS wutrhemegard to market access conm

46 Council for Trade in ServicesSpecial SessionReport of the Meeting Held on 16 March 261¥ote by the
Secretaria{TN/S/35).

47<U.S., EU Cite Moves inSignaling Talks On Services; India Likesode 4 Openings; International Trade
Reporter July 31, 2008.

48 Membership include the 27 Members of the European Union, the United States, Australia, Canada, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Hong Kong, Israel, Japan, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, PenreSBouath
Korea, Switzerland, Taiwan, and Turkey.
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51 For a detailed account of the NAMA negotiations, G&S Report RL33634he World Trade Organization: The
NontAgricultural Market Access (NAMAegotiationsby lan F. Fergusson
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and a 15 coefficient forvedbopliongiaguonbonesiknowhn
NAMA 1 proposed that the differen¥ial should be :

The NAMA talks have been increasingly linked to
one becoming 1increastihneg loyt hleirn k eDde vteol opprionggr ecsosu nitnr |
unwilling to commit on NAMA without agreement on
countries are tying further agriculture progress
‘e xchanpe t weteam etgloet itawa oms -4 Mmelunag2@h7 PGt sdam, (
faltered in part over the re26cpevnoponechyaBeapol nof
for developed and developing country coefficient
counsrytated positions.

Following on the Potsdam summit, a draft modalit
aut hored by the NAMA negotiating chairman. This
in February, May, July, hAsgdotrmeadnd hBebamber 0oZ06
negotiations. This paper sought to reconcile the
forward,; as such, 1t faced mostly criticism fron
texts hadve omef haatrowing of positions over time,
reflect the present state of agreement in the ne
chairman revised his “toenxvte faggeanicie eit amt eigoonfsl ,e cwh ialree a s
admitting that not all 1ﬁ4éfrlmb:eﬂmiat®«ie1$1teldetshisfocrore:
not accept the August 2008 language on sectoral
by U.S.%®Thed ufsatlrlyawi ng tthiegdnmds srtefilext *rel eased in
Concerning the Swiss tariff reduction formula, t
8 for developed countries and a range of coeffic
countries de pecnadliPhagd aoghrfabpkhdl ¢ilt ys oc ach country avai
This scenario would allow developing countries t
on the coefficient x or y they chose for the tar
cuts for ouwp xt]d 1[0%#4 % ofr y]Jof tariff 1lines provide«
half the formula cut s, and that the tariff 11nes
of a 1se mbognr i c ul t uvorfa2l) ikmepeopr ttsa,r i foft laipmpd sy i mmeb o wmr dnu
cuts for [6.5% for x] [5% for y Jof tariff 1ines
y]of the valuamaognfi cau Imeunrbalr 1 mpor t s . Countries <ch
would lead to thehtotwesmulariwéutdtseasottndeail t he
flexibilities.

The use of these flexibilit tceasl “hhaadlso nbceeenrt rfau ri tohme r
cl a’tmshei,c h provides that the flexibilitadstavail a]
exclude full chapters of the harmonized tariff s
the United States and the EU have been adamant t
to exclude whole industsriralf Issecctteadr si nf rt hm f20 rdmugli a
Meanwhil e, developing countxpopacehavatopposdtdus=zrp
the level of full chapters, as agreed by all men

52 Bridges Weekly Trade News Digest, Special Update, July 3, 2006.

53¢“G-4 Ministerial Talks Collapse; U.S., EU Blames Brazil and India over NAMiside U.S. TradeJune 22, 2007.
54 “Market Access for Nowgricultural Products; August 12, 2008 [Job(08)/96].

55«U.S. Charges NAMA Report Weakens Sectoral Initiative Langtidgside U.S. TradeAugust 15, 2008.

56 (TN/MA/W/103/Rev.3), December 6, 2008.
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converglenfer melka tsae&ti ffulreductions as a min
s in each HS chapter or 9% of the value of i
the United States and the EU have favored u
l e medmtlailt ym f or t he NAMA negotiations. Negot i :
ucts to cover and the extent of participatio
d be able exempt themselves from commitments
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57 ibid.

8«Information

on Technology Agreement (ITA)

laugrriele ment providing for the el imi:

technologies (ICT) covered by the
6, 1t is now in effect%afn 73 me mbe
roducts. ITA Members agree to elim
ed by the agreement, however, the
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ver the years. For this reason, as
lfufn eme aosnt nosn widely considered to
ding the United States. Informal t
Thus far, talks have centered on
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national Trade Commission released a r
efotrdatment® in the negotiations.

I ssues

issues are most noteworthy. One pe
patent protection. A second deals

Technology: Progress Reported on Expanding P

2012 pttp://www.wto.org/english/news_e/news12_efita_01nov12_¢g.htm

59 The Information Technology Agreement: Advice and Information on the Proposed ExpansiorflriRaitib. 332
532, USITC publication 4355, October 201#p://www.usitc.gov/publications/332/pd355.pdf
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di fferential treatment to devel opvienlgo pcionugnt ri e s .
countries were having in implementing current tr
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One concern of the pharmaceutical industry was t
mi ght rbtee ddiivnest ead to another country. To addres:
medicines be marked so that they can be tracked.
devel oping countries might wuse the.gdmerithimedic
problem, it was propoopadutbhapromusnernes wvolusetac
licensing

On August 30, 2003, WTO members reached agreemen
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60 SeeCRS Report RL33750;he WTO, Intellectual Property Rights, and the Access to Medicines Contrdwetay
F. Fergussaon
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Trade Facilitation

The first WTO Ministerial Conference, which was
permanent working groups on four 1issues: transpa
f a caitliiotn , trade and investment, and trade and ¢ o1
Singapore i1issues. These i1issues were pushed at su
Japan and Korea, and opposed by mobltutkdwzemoping
about the inclusion of these 1issues, indicating
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In 2001, the Doha Ministerial Declaration called
issues to be unlbirniaktarbaelfore 20@3 5(at Cancuin),
launched on the bl iex pifi ca ttd ddbiomsieomseursa k¢ n At Can
deadlock over the Singaporenistbhaebrwakup obH6Hnthabd

further negotiations during 2004, a compromise W
Agr eement three of the Singapore issues (govern
competition) were dr oppgidn ammnd tnlergeod isapte winfsi cwoaurl ed
faciltodac¢lhionmi fy and improve GATT Article V (Free
Formalities connected with Importation and Expor
Administratiomnesf) . Trade Regulati

Trade facilitation aims to improve the efficienc
streamlining customs procedures such as duplicat
processing delays, and nontranspanadtreguiuneqmant
The talks have thus far revolved arolilmad fiihestscop
negotiating text was released in December 2009 a
released on Novembés/ R@y.20)2 {TTNAdTFLfWeilitation
a del i v &rcaabblecdlko ha aagr e e me natl,o noer aagsr eae nsetnatn da c c e p t
parties

Di scussions have also occurred concerning the te
neded by developing countries to implement any s
are in the process of assessing their own trade
them up to international stdmdamr ds gwnti zathoenkeknp
the World Bank and the World Customs Organizatio
States and the European UnionshbafS@edos ytshe mnevg ¢ thi a
appropriate accounopbngi¢ygunwhitese pomEtedewptiona

“policy Tlexibility.
WTO Rul es

Rules Negotiations

The Doha Round negotiatcloarsi fi ynicnl gn daendd dinmporbg wicnt g v
under the WTO Agreements on AnGoiudnutneprivnagi 1(iAnDg) and
Measures® TS CM)i.ted States sought to keep negot.i
the Doha Round, but found many WTO partners 1insi
negotiators did manageathsesinonseohctphguapgeinanssple
effectiveness of these Agreeniwotud dabeé pheservesdt
However, congressional leaders were higWhly criti
The Doha Miniosnt earlisaol cDaelclleadr aftoir clari fying and i
subsidies, and both the Ministerial Declaration
provisions on trade remedies and developing coun
Destation calls for clarifying and improving WTO
agreements. The Declaration identi“fnetdhd¢ wionipthiasl
phase of the mnegotiations,nsparitniccliupdai nntgs dwislcli piln d

61 SeeCRS Report R4060drade Remedies and the WTO Rules Negotiagtlpn¥ivian C. Jones
62«Zoellick Stance on Trade Remedy in WTO Provokes Criti¢isnside U.S. TradeNovember 13, 2001.

Congressional Research Service 20



World Trade Organization Negotiations: The Doha Development Agenda

distort

i practices that they se’dNo tde adllamiefSy a
wWer e s et r

these phases.

g
f
The United States has primarily been on the defe
attacked the use of antidumping actions by the Un
di sguised protectionism. However, many devel opin
themsel ves, which may goad s omedicsocu nptlriinees. tMo srte e
the proposals on trade remedies focus on providi
AD/ ASCM Agreements in terms of definitions and p
reached, even on what 1s to be negotiated.

The | eraodpionnge npt s of such changes have been a grou
countries “Kmpevndasof’kBrtaizd ump iCohg 1 e , Col ombi a, Cc
Kong I srael, Japan, Me x1 ¢ o, Nor way, Singapore,
and ey; though not all countries sign onto e
pr op s and 1in

of t al
r e me
prop

, essence their proposals would
propos s would requUi ries a cmhagmge uisme rU.oS
and n@Ftr iBgmdemper i 6f haheagresd with s ome

©» =0 »n o
© O = =
—n = — xwn

S .

ed States i1itself has sought some changes
ing propomsanldspaomenasy,uefsorsaichn appr act i ces

s, and the WTO standard used by dispute pan

aws. The United States also has submitte

t odd prwthsiibdites and imposing disciplines on

ft mo d

a~ac caso g

N

was released on Novembe
e of zer®Tihadg aifnt cwearst ai n
ion to the United States
0 pite several adverse App
tes expr ded adiostapgpoifmatrmemtoutghatir
r

e

o o g
— e

—_

e

.-..‘-pG._..._-:m

1 er
n u s
a concess
1 e s

¢ s

(¢}
o
o wn s
o " < 0 ®» O —

a I“F rcioeumdt sr i oefS’ gA natuipduvdmpdignogt her s wer e
draft text as r°Plelrihnagp sb abcokw iAnpgp etl

“ 0T N g~
o= s s B o SN ¢’ B <)

, subsequent draft contained no draf
s emain profPesndliyndi vadegd dm otmhinsi s
n f z ecroompmagr imet hopodtomwd amewddhe peci fi
gg i n®Raelmlo vcionngt etxhtes zer oing language wa :
, mai nteieniUng tteldatStates cannot envision an
faitlesl] yt oa daddreeqsusa™®® his critical issue.

o =09
N oog o =35 38«
@.._..e—rp-gmo._..m
R =0 —0o ~

[SBue) 2
c o
ne = o

d
n
d
r
e
a
i
i
1
0
t
T
a

c
t
s
e
h
h
R
t

- -
=N

e November 2007 draft modalities paper a
bsidies. The proposal would ban some sub
c our afgies hoivnegr.s Bwxocuel pdt iboen al l owed for subsidi
fisheries management programs and for certai

o »n
B e

63|n determining dumping margins, zeroing refers to a calculation whereby only goods sold in the export market at less
than the domestic market price are counted; goods sold in the export market at higher than domestic price are assigned
a value of zero, thaitending to increase the dumping margiraft Consolidated Texts of the AD and SCM Trealies,
November 30, 2007, (TN/RL/W/213).

64«y.S. Defends Rules Language on Zerdinfashington Trade Daily\December 13, 2007.
65« New Draft Cons oolni dtahtee dADC haanidr STCeMk tAsgr e e ment s, > ( TN/ RL/ W/ 23
6« Revised Doha Rules Text Op e n snsided)yS. TradeDacamber 26 12008.. Critical |
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ountries, provided that they adopt fisheries ma
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Di spute Settlement

At the end of the Uruguay Round, trade ministers
settlemenbcedheesawdthin four years after entry
establishing the WTO. That deadline, January 1,
compl®% t ed.

At Doha, trade ministers continued to call for a

Delcaration directed that negotiations be held on

Settlement Understanding (DSU). They stated that
so far and on any additionalO@p3opbhaysdi Thetyedet
DSU negotiations would be separate from the rest
the single undertaking

Members are examining nearly all of the 27 Artic
thekwag grou circulated a framework document th
some dissatisfaction that the document needed mo
another text that was accepted bYamostdcountries
additional reforms that were not a part of the t
open public access to proceedings, and the EU ha

Environment

The Ministerial eDveecrlaalr aptrioovni siinocnlsu doend tsr ade and e
provisions, the trade ministers agreed to the fo
bet ween existing WITO rules and trade obligations
(MEAs); @2¢spforetthe exchange of information bet
committees, and the criteria for granting obseryv
trade barriers to environmental goods and servic

he jtelcitridv ene g chtei aUtniit g doSt at es and t hce

Concerning t
t wioiered tariff elimination proposal on November
elimination on tariffs on 43 goods and services
as wiumdbine parts, solar collectors, and hydroge
take on this mandadia, pzktibdesghreecobatemphated
leaetvel oped countries. The s epclounrdi lpahtaesrea lwoul d
Environmental Goods and Services Agreement (
envirommd¢ntaeald goods and services among devel
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67 (TN/RL/W/213), Annex VII;“Members Remain Divided on Fisheries Draft TeBridges Trade BioRe#pril 4,
2008.

68 (TN/RL/W/236), p.1; alsolnside U.S. TradeDecember 26, 2008.

69 SeeCRS Report RS20088ispute Settlement in the World Trade Organizatiom Q) An Overviewby Jeanne J.
Grimmett
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omi ssion of biofuels from the 11st, as welll as b
the inclusdwabF@dods,rttaimse ¢huitratrménthabeumnon.

Congressional Role

Al t hougehc utthieveexbranch conducts trade negotiation:
constitutional responsibility for regulation of
constitutional role, Congress conducts oversight
forms of hearings or meetings with executive br ar
positions through pihl DecembetemedNO08, adfdrl extepd ¢
rankMemdpers of the Senate Finammiet tamel Wwhoatse tWaysh
President Bush to urgendhiWIO@OoMireisstsdr iaalp,0smadibd tea
“devel oped and advanced developing countries mus
access opportunities i Congress is to support a

Trade Promotion Authority (TPA) expPited 1d¥ July
21)0,b Congress prescribed trade Dbyekopmest fAge Jd:

and in other trade negotiations. These objective
Congress also outlined requirements that the exe
expedited procedurmenfotriddgisgneemant o, i mptbudi
the Doha Devel opment Agenda. Among the condition
executive branch must consult with Congress at v
Congress bpédortiedkaagi ons, and siub mintc lreeapro rwthse t al
Administration will ask for TPAngmesss woaddndete
inclined to grant it

Aut hor Information

lan F. Fergusson
Specialist innternational Trade and Finance

70«“EU, US Call for Eliminating Trade Barriers to Climdeendly Goods and Servicé®Bridges WeeklyDecember 5,
2007 (www.ictsd.org);U.S- EU Environmental Goods, Services Proposal Faces Stiff Oppositimide U.S. Trade
December 7, 2007.

"1 Letter to President Bush from Representatives Rangel and McCrery and Senators Baucus and Grassley, December 2,
2008.
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